2537 Regent St., Apt. 202 
Berkeley, Calif. 94704 
September 10, 1968 

Harold Weisberg 
Route 8 

Frederick, Maryland 21701 
Dear Harold, 

Thanks for all the interesting documents and letters in your mailings of 
8/21, 8 / 26 , 8 / 27 , and 8 / 31 . I am just catching up with all these. 

In Rhoads' letter of 8/19, I would assume that "Guidelines 3A-C" means 
"3(A) through 3(8)." No? 

Rowley's letter of 8/12/65 on withholdings I have not yet checked out all 
the available and withheld items. On CD 371, my guess is that Rowley wanted 
to indicate his position was that the autopsy material was not Kennedy family 
property. It certainly wasn't the doctors' property - Rowley may have meant to 
call it Navy property. I also wonder why the SS didn't want to release the memo 
in CS 3119. Perhaps because of the information which Quiroga had given confidentially? 
(That's the innocent explanation.) It is noted that 26H770 is a retyped copy; 
probably innocent but should be checked. 

I do not fully understand your interest in the late Philip Geraci II, although 
I have some i__~A ideas from your ms. Noted from the obit notice that he was 
connected with WBS . Mason-Rust of NASA-Michoud. Any significance? 

Your letter ■- -■ concerning Inspector Sawyer’s testimony reminds me 

that the 21 volumes I saw at the Texas Archives in 19 66 have been r 1 ” 1 published 
on microfilm (2 full reels). I expect that this is all in the National Archives, 
and my impression was that, except for Carr's correspondence file, it is largely 
junk. The microfilm costs $30 from the publisher or about $15 otherwise. 

There appears to be an error in your reference to Ford's book in your letter 
to Rhoads of 8/22, He briefly describes the Commission meeting of l/ZZ (pages 13-14) , 
but the quotations (page 19 et seq. ) are from the session of l/ 27 . 

I agree that the staff papers might be most ^mxmss&aizz worth examining. I have 
no knowledge of their quantity, organization, etc. There are probably many items 
whose value is not immediately obvious, as in the GA-1 file, so it might be a good 
idea to pick out an interesting chunk of 500 pages or so and get a microfilm for us 
to work on out here. I'm willing to put the money into such a project but need more 
info on what the files are like. 

Enclosed is CD 205, pp. 228, 236 (John L. Ford). All we have on Gaudet-Bnrenstein 
and Artego is 26H337 and 26H211 respectively. 

Negative on the names in your letter of 8/26. Is "Downtown Lincoln-Mercury Lorenz” 
the same as Jack A. Lawrence? Jonn told me about him; interesting that he is the one 
who went to the cops about the Oswald incident (CE 3093). Presumably no mmmaA connection 
with the James JHM Lawrence 2ESE231gi38£ (in the Export-Import business) who sis 
witnessed to 8 / 16/63 literature distribution (CD 6, p. 4l6„ &c.) I'll check this further. 

On Hubert's memo of 2/24/64 and your letter to Rhoads of 8 / 26 / 68 : Hoover's letter 
and the enclosed affidavits are CE 825. The Howe document is presumably 17H747. Howe 
was supervisor of the internal security pc squad (and Hosty's boss) in Dallas (4H475). 
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I presume that Hubert mentioned S.F. only because of the lynum affidavit, 1?H?50; I 
know of no reason to believe 4 sb otherwise. 

Hoover's letter of 2/10/64 to Rankin on the Wade interview is fantastic. That 
must have been quite an interview • If Wade doesn't respond to your good letter, perhaps 
you should send him this item anyway and see if he reacts as he jrin should. Could he 
have been correct in claiming that no notes were taken at the flE l/24 meeting? Maybe 
there were none taken on l/22 either? 

Jim S. noted that Ruby was a non-informant for the FBI at the time of some of 
his Cuban activities. Strange that the FBI went to him 8 times although he furnished 
no information whatsoever. Has this been checked further? 

The anonymous letter (FBI D-216) which you sent me seems far less crackpot than 
most. Seems odd that after 8 days the FBI was still making efferts to determine 
the significance of the license number given. CD 999 » presumbaly the followup, should 
be looked at. (I will order at least part of it.) 

In connection with the LHO-FBI story, I have 5 pages from the Texas Archives 
(Carr correspondence file) which relate to this. I am fairly sure I sent them 

to you long ago. (Carr to Rankin, 1/29/64; Rankin to 8arr, 2/4/64; Jaworski to 
Rankin, 5/8/64) There might be more related documents in this file. I could get the 
microfilm from UCLA to check this, but the National Archives might be easier. Let me 
know if you ssSBa want me to check this file for you. (Sylvia quotes from two of these 
letters in her recent TOC article.) 


Sineerely, 



